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Abstract

Spike-timing-dependent plasticity(STDP) is a biological process in which the pre-
cise order and timing of neuronal spikes affect the degree of synaptic modification.
While there has been numerous research focusing on the role of STDP in neural cod-
ing, the functional implications of STDP at the macroscopic level in the brain have
not been fully explored yet. In this work, we propose a neurodynamical model based
on STDP that renders storage and retrieval of a group of associative memories. We
showed that the function of STDP at the macroscopic level is to form a “memory
plane” in the neural state space which dynamically encodes high dimensional data.
We derived the analytic relation between the input, the memory plane, and the in-
duced macroscopic neural oscillations around the memory plane. Such plane produces
a limit cycle in reaction to a similar memory cue, which can be used for retrieval of
the original input.

Introduction
Spike-timing-dependent plasticity(STDP), as a synaptic modification rule according to the
order of pre- and post-synaptic spiking within a critical time window, has been demon-
strated in the nervous systems over a wide range of species from insects to humans. STDP
is considered to be critical for understanding the cognitive mechanisms such as learning
of temporal sequences [1, 2], formation of associative memory [3, 4] and manipulation of
existing memory [5–7]. Despite such progress and findings, the question still remains open
as to how STDP affects the distributed process of information at the macroscopic level in
the brain.

Modeling macroscopic brain activity with nonlinear dynamical systems facilitates un-
derstanding of brain functions [8–10]. The hypothesis of storing memory in a form of an
attractor of the dynamics is now accepted with substantial supporting evidence [11–16].
However, it is still unclear how specific trajectories of neural states could emerge through
neural plasticity.
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In this work, we propose that a neurodynamical function of STDP is related to storage
and retireval of associative memories at a macroscopic scale. When the system is excited
by a repeating sequence, STDP create a circular set of directed connections inducing neu-
ral oscillations in the neural state space. While the neural state space is extremely high
dimensional, the osillations are confined in a two-dimensional plane which we call memory
plane. Such memory plane can act as a generator of a limit cycle in reaction to an external
input. That is, once the system converges under a sequential memory input and forms the
corresponding memory plane, it produces a limit cycle in reaction to a similar memory cue,
which can be used for retrieval of the original input.

The presence and the function of such planar memory structure in the neural state
space have caught attention in [17], where it has been proposed that STDP can store
transient inputs as imaginary-coded memories. In this work, we formalized the concept of
the memory plane and the retrievability of neural states to analyze how data is effectively
stored in the neural state space. We derived the analytic relation between the input, the
memory plane, and the induced macroscopic neural oscillations around the memory plane.
This enables us to understand the functional role of STDP in terms of neurodynamical
systems and view the macroscopic neural oscillations in the brain as circulations across the
memory representations. The analytic results in this paper suggest an alternative method
to store and retrieve high-dimensional and strongly associated data sets in analog devices.
In the separate work [18], we proposed a practical encoding algorithm based on the analysis
done in this article to store associate image/text data sets into retrievable neural states.

Model Setups

Firing-Rate Neural Network with STDP

Our work follows the framework of standard firing-rate models [17, 19]. We set the differ-
ential equation for the neural state as

ẋ = −x + Wφ(x) + b(t), (1)

where x = [x1 · · · xN ]> ∈ RN is the state of N neuronal nodes and W = (Wij) ∈ RN×N is
a connectivity matrix with Wij corresponding to the strength of synaptic connection from
node j to i. Here φ is a regularizing transfer function and b(t) is a sensory memory input.

The mechanism of STDP can be formulated as [20]

Ẇij(t) = −γWij(t) + ρ

(∫ ∞
0

K(s)φ(xj(t− s))φ(xi(t)) ds︸ ︷︷ ︸
pre- to post- firing

+

∫ ∞
0

K(−s)φ(xj(t))φ(xi(t− s)) ds

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

post- to pre- firing

, (2)

where K is a temporal kernel. The parameters γ and ρ are the decaying rate of homeostatic
plasticity and the learning rate, respectively.

For analytic simplicity, we use φ(x) = x and a Dirac-delta kernel K(s) defined as

K(s) :=

{
δ(s− s0) s > 0

−δ(s+ s0) s ≤ 0,
(3)
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with s0 > 0. After simplifications, the main model becomes{
ẋ = −x + Wx + b(t)

Ẇ = −γW + ρ
(
xx>τ − xτx

> ) (4)

where xτ = x(t− τ) stands for delayed synaptic response. More detailed derivation of the
evolution rule for W can be found in Appendix A.

Storage and Retrieval Phases

Let m1, . . . ,mn ∈ RN , and each mi be memory representations which are encoded from
some external sensory inputs and are to be stored in the system (4). We assume in the
storage phase that the input b(t) takes a form of sequential oscillatory drive

b(t) =
n∑
i=1

sin(ωt− ξi)mi, 0 ≤ ξ1 < · · · < ξn < π, (5)

where ω stands for the frequency of neural oscillations and ξi, i = 1, . . . , n stands for the
sampling time for each representation. In the next section, we will show that the synaptic
connectivity W(t) converges to a certain constant matrix W∗ that reflects the informations
of memory representations m1, . . . ,mn.

In the retrieval phase, change in synaptic weights is supressed (i.e., γ = ρ = 0) as

ẋ = −x + W∗x + bc(t), (6)

where bc(t) is the cue input in the form of

bc(t) = sinωtmc, mc ∈ RN . (7)

We are interested in how the original representations can be revived from the neural activity
x(t) when mc ∈ RN is close to one of the memory representaions. Figure 1a and b illustrate
the setup for storage and retireval process through the systems (4) and (6), respectively.

Robust Learning by STDP
This section presents some analytical results on the storage phase. We first confirm that
the sensory input in Eq. (5) resides in a plane in RN , a memory plane, which is defined in
the following lemma.

Lemma A. b(t) is periodic and embedded in a plane S := Span{u,v} where

u = −Ψ sin ξ and v = Ψ cos ξ. (8)

Here Ψ =
[
m1| · · · |mn

]
∈ RN×n, sin ξ =

[
sin ξ1 · · · sin ξn

]> ∈ Rn, and cos ξ =[
cos ξ1 · · · cos ξn

]> ∈ Rn.

The following theorem asserts the existence of the periodic solutions (x∗(t),W∗) of the
system (4) in terms of the memory plane S.
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Figure 1: Description of the associative memory process for storage and retrieval of sensory input
informations. (a) Storage phase: The STDP-based system processes the memory representations
{mi}ni=1 and the connectivity matrix W(t) converges to a constant connectivity W∗ as a result.
(b) Retrieval phase: A memory cue input bc(t) triggers the retrieval of the original inputs through
the connectivity W∗ acquired in the storage phase.

Theorem 1. (Periodic Solution with Steady Connectivity) The system
(4) under input (5) has a periodic solution x∗(t) with a constant connectivity matrix
W∗, where

x∗(t) ∈ S for all t, and W∗ ∈ ∧2(S). (9)

Here, ∧2(S) indicates an exterior power of S, which is a set of anti-symmetric matrices
in the form of α(vu> − uv>) for any vectors u and v in S. The exact analytic form of
such (x∗(t),W∗) can be found in Appendix B2. Figure 2 illustrates the convergence of the
neural activity toward a periodic orbit x∗(t) on memory plane S as described in Theorem
1. Note that the memory plane S does not necessarily contain the memory representations
m1, . . . ,mn in general. However, we show in the next section that S is likely located close
to the memory representations in the high dimensional neural state space.

To investigate the stability of (x∗(t),W∗) found in Theorem 1, we perform the analysis
on the maximal Lyapunov exponent(MLE) [21, 22]. Setting x(t) = x∗(t) + δx(t) and
W(t) = W∗ + δW(t), we acquire a variational equation from Eq. (4) as{

˙δx = (−I + W∗) δx + δWx∗

˙δW = −γ δW + ρ
(
δx x∗>τ − x∗τ δx

> + x∗ δx>τ − δxτ x∗>
)
.

(10)

The derivation of Eq. (10) and the detailed computational method for estimating MLE can
be found in Appendix C1 and C2, respectively. Fig. 3 shows the color plot of numerically
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Figure 2: Illustrative image describing the convergence toward the periodic solution in Theorem
1. Each red circle represents the position of each memory representation mi in the neural state
space RN . The memory plane S is located close to the memory representations and plays a role
of an attractor that brings x(t) to a periodic orbit x∗(t).

estimated MLE of Eq. (4). For the regions showing negative values of MLE, one can assure
that the solution (x∗(t),W∗) is an attractor, thus consequently achieving a robust learning
for any types of input of form Eq. (5).

sta
ble

un
sta
ble

sta
ble

unstable

a b

Figure 3: Plot of numerically estimated maximal Lyapunov exponent(λmax) of Eq (4), under input
(5) in the storage phase. (a) Color plot of λmax for parameter (ρ, γ) ∈ [0.1, 2.5]× [0.1, 3] for system
with number of nodes N = 200 under input of 5 unit length normalized memory representations
and ω = 1.5, τ = π

2ω . The unstable region tends to be confined in γ ≤ αρ with some α ≈ 0.7. (b)
Plot of λmax for parameter (τ, ω) ∈ [0.1, π] × [0.1, 3] for system with number of nodes N = 200
under input of 5 unit length normalized memory representations and γ = ρ = 1. For both plot,
generally, the stale/unstable regions are hardly affected by the size of the system N . On the other
hand, unstable regions tends to grow larger if the size of the input b(t) (or analogously, the number
of memory representations n) increases.
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Auto-associative Retrieval by a Memory Cue
In this section, we provide the analysis on Eq. (6) under cue input Eq. (7). We propose
that the convergent synaptic connectivity W∗ acquired from the storage phase effectively
contains the information of a whole set of memory representations {mi}ni=1 and leads to
periodic retrieval of them.

Let us define a retrievable subspace M := Span{mi}ni=1 with respect to a set of
memory representations {mi}ni=1. A neural state x ∈ RN is said to be retrievable with
respect to {mi}ni=1, if x(t) ∈ M \ {0}. Note that the memory plane S is a subset of the
retrievable subspace M (see Eq. (8)). In the separate work [18], we work on a practical
implementation of the system (4) with some encoding/decoding processes, and show that
a series of external sensory data can be recovered from a retrievable state x(t) as long as
they are properly encoded into the memory representations {mi}ni=1. Refer to Discussion
section for more about decoding of retrievable states.

The following theorem states that for some appropriately chosen memory cue represen-
tation mc, there is a specific moment t = t† at which the corresponding neural state x(t)
becomes retrievable.

Theorem 2. (Periodic Retrieval) For any non-zero cue mc, the solution of
Eq. (6) under input (7) asymptotically approaches to some periodic solution x∗r(t).
Especially if mc 6∈ S⊥, x∗r(t) becomes periodically retrievable at t = t† > 0 where

t† =
1

ω
tan−1 ω + n

π

ω
, n ∈ Z. (11)

Note that, since the retrieval dynamics xr(t) is attracted to a limit cycle x∗r(t), its retriev-
ability depends on that of x∗r(t). The minimal condition for the retrievablity mentioned
in Theorem 2 can be extended further: the proximity of mc to S and M determines the
retrievability of x∗r(t) as follows.

(i) Case mc ∈M (good cue): x∗r(t) ∈M for all t.
(ii) Case mc ∈ Sc⊥ ∩Mc (relavent cue): x∗r(t) is retrievable at t = t† as in Theorem 2.
(iii) Case mc ∈ S⊥ ∩Mc (wrong cue): x∗r(t) never becomes retrievable.

Fig. 4 gives a graphical illustration about dependence of the retrieval dynamics on the
memory cue. More details about the retrievability conditions incuding the proof of Theorem
2 can be found in Appendix B3.

From the above analysis, one can see that the chance for good and relavent cues increases
if the memory plane S is formed near the memory representations m1, · · · ,mn. To measure
the distance between S and each memory representation mi, one can use the mean cosine
similarity 〈cos θi〉i where θi represents the angle between each mi and S. Note that if
〈cos θi〉i = 1 if all m1, · · · ,mn are embedded in S. The next theorem tells that one can
choose the optimal sampling time for input ξ1, . . . , ξn in Eq. (5).

Theorem 3. (Optimal Choice for ξi) Suppose {mi}ni=1 with mi ∈ RN are
mutually orthogonal vectors of the same magnitude. Then the maximum value of
〈cos θi〉i is

√
2
n
and can be attained with the the distribution of ξi as

ξi = (i− 1)
π

n
+ α, i = 1, . . . , n, 0 ≤ α <

π

n
. (12)

6



(relevant cues)

Figure 4: For the intuitive graphical understanding, the retrieval subspace M and the memory
plane S are visualized as a plane and an embedded line, respectively. (i) Case mc ∈ M (good
cue): x∗r(t) ∈ M for all t. (ii) Case mc ∈ Sc⊥ ∩Mc (relevant cue): x∗r(t) is retrievable at t = t† as
in Theorem 2. (iii) Case mc ∈ S⊥ ∩Mc (wrong cue): x∗r(t) never becomes retrievable.

The theorem suggests a uniform sampling times ξi for the sequential input of representa-
tions in order to naturally maximize the expected performance of retrieval.

Discussion
There are now substantial evidences accumulated that such macroscopic neural oscillations
are related to memory encoding, attention, and integration of visual patterns [23–25]. Our
analysis supports such functional role of neural oscillations, by veiwing tham as limit cyles
related to a memory plane which stores the information in the form of an anti-symmetric
connectivity. We were able to show that the performance of retrieval is determined by the
similarity of a memory cue to the original data. This suggests an alternative computa-
tional approach that can handle high dimensional and strongly associated data sets from
a biomimetic perspective.

The cognitive systems do not simply receive an external input in a passive way, but
rather actively pose it on acceptance. It is therefore reasonable to assume that there is
some pre-encoding process to encode the external inputs, say, f1, . . . , fn into the memory
components m1, . . . ,mn in the neural state space. To model such preprocess, one can use
a set of internal tag vectors r1, . . . , rn. For example, one of possible ways of encoding is to
use tensor product like mi = fi ⊗ ri. Then the tag vectors can be also used for decoding
x(t), that is, to retreive the external inputs f1, . . . , fn from x(t), while x(t) is retrievable. In
the separate paper, we will study the end-to-end memory process with encoding/decoding
processes, focusing on more practical issues such as how the network can embed actual
data into neural representations for efficient reproduction from the retrievable states.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the STDP Learning Rule

Actually, Eq. (2) in the main text can be equivalently written by the following expression
only using convolution defined on R, i.e.,

Ẇij(t) = −γWij(t) + ρ ((K∆t>0 ∗ φ(xj))(t)φ(xi)(t) + (K∆t≤0 ∗ φ(xi))(t)φ(xj)(t)) , (13)

where K∆t>0(s) comes from the kernel K(s) with s > 0 only, and K∆t≤0(s) is K(−s)
with s ≤ 0 only. Therefore, in the case of kernels only behaving as Eq. (3), we have
K∆t>0(s) = δ(s− s0) = δs0(s) and K∆t≤0(s) = −δ(−s+ s0) = −δ(s− s0) = −δs0(s). Now,
since (δs0 ∗ f)(t) =

∫
R δ(s− s0)f(t− s) ds = f(t− s0), thus the terms in Eq. (13) including

convolution is simplified into

Ẇij(t) = −γWij(t) + ρ (φ(xj(t− s0))φ(xi(t))− φ(xi(t− s0))φ(xj(t))) . (14)

Rewriting it in matrix form,

Ẇ(t) = −γW(t) + ρ
(
φ(x(t))φ(x(t− s0))> − φ(x(t− s0))φ(x(t))>

)
. (15)

Now, if one specifies s0 with some s0 = τ > 0 and applies approximation φ(x) ≈ x, then
Eq. (15) concisely reduces to

Ẇ = −γW + ρ(xx>τ − xτx
>) (16)

with introducing notation xτ = x(t− τ) as in the main text. This is our evolution equation
on Ẇ, where the term −γW acts as homeostatic decay and ρ(xx>τ − xτx

>) acts as actual
learning operator by STDP. �

Appendix B: Proofs for the Theoretical Results

B1: Proof of Lemma A

Let b(t) = [b1(t) · · · bN(t)]>, and mi = [mi1 . . . miN ]>. Then, each component of b(t)
satisfies

bj(t) =
n∑
i=1

mij sin(ωt− ξi)

=
n∑
i=1

mij(sinωt cos ξi − cosωt sin ξi)

= cosωt

(
n∑
i

mij(− sin ξi)

)
+ sinωt

(
n∑
i

mij cos ξi

)
, j = 1, . . . , N. (17)

Thus if we introduce{
u = −

[∑n
i=1 mi1 sin ξi · · ·

∑n
i=1miN sin ξi

]>
v =

[∑n
i=1mi1 cos ξi · · ·

∑n
i=1 miN cos ξi

]>
,

(18)
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then this choice of u,v can be represented in alternate form of u = −Ψ sin ξ and v =
Ψ cos ξ where Ψ, sin ξ, and cos ξ are defined as in the theorem statement, and guarantees

b(t) = cosωtu + sinωtv (19)

by Eq. (17). Therefore b(t) is periodic and embedded in plane Span{u,v}. �

B2: Proof of Theorem 1

The proof of this theorem requires the following lemma which describes some algebraic rela-
tions of frequently appearing periodic functions in the behavior of neural periodic solution
x∗(t).

Lemma B. Let ci,[λ,ω](t) be the following periodic functions in t, with parameters
λ, ω ∈ R+, which is defined as

c1,[λ,ω](t) =
1

2

(
cos(ωt− θ−,[λ,ω])√

Φ−,[λ,ω]

+
cos(ωt− θ+,[λ,ω])√

Φ+,[λ,ω]

)

c2,[λ,ω](t) =
1

2

(
sin(ωt− θ−,[λ,ω])√

Φ−,[λ,ω]

−
sin(ωt− θ+,[λ,ω])√

Φ+,[λ,ω]

)

c3,[λ,ω](t) =
1

2

(
sin(ωt− θ−,[λ,ω])√

Φ−,[λ,ω]

+
sin(ωt− θ+,[λ,ω])√

Φ+,[λ,ω]

)

c4,[λ,ω](t) = −1

2

(
cos(ωt− θ−,[λ,ω])√

Φ−,[λ,ω]

+
cos(ωt− θ+,[λ,ω])√

Φ+,[λ,ω]

)
,

(20)

where θ±,[λ,ω] = tan−1(ω±λ), Φ±,[λ,ω] = λ2± 2ωλ+ω2 + 1. Let’s denote d
dt
ci,[λ,ω](t)

with ċi,[λ,ω](t). Then, the followings are true:

1. ċ1,[λ,ω] = −ωc3,[λ,ω], ċ2,[λ,ω] = −ωc4,[λ,ω], ċ3,[λ,ω] = ωc1,[λ,ω], and ċ4,[λ,ω] =
ωc2,[λ,ω].

2. a. c1,[λ,ω](t)− ωc3,[λ,ω](t) + λc2,[λ,ω](t) = cosωt.
b. c1,[λ,ω](t) + ωc3,[λ,ω](t) + λc4,[λ,ω](t) = sinωt.
c. c2,[λ,ω](t)− ωc4,[λ,ω](t)− λc1,[λ,ω](t) = 0.
d. c2,[λ,ω](t) + ωc4,[λ,ω](t)− λc3,[λ,ω](t) = 0.

Proof. Statement 1 can be straightforwardly shown by direct differentiation. For statement
2, omitting the [λ,ω] notations in θ±,[λ,ω], observe that

c1,[λ,ω](t)− ωc3,[λ,ω](t) + λc2,[λ,ω](t)

=
1

2

(
cos(ωt− θ−)− (ω − λ) sin(ωt− θ−)√

Φ−,[λ,ω]

+
cos(ωt− θ+)− (ω + λ) sin(ωt− θ+)√

Φ+,[λ,ω]

)
(21)

=
1

2

(√
Φ−,[λ,ω] cos(ωt− θ− + θ−)√

Φ−,[λ,ω]

+

√
Φ+,[λ,ω] cos(ωt− θ+ + θ+)√

Φ+,[λ,ω]

)
(22)

= cosωt,

where Eq. (21) comes from direct substitution and Eq. (22) comes from the fact 12 + (ω±
λ)2 = Φ±,[λ,ω] and a cos t − b sin t =

√
a2 + b2 cos(t + φ) with φ = − tan−1(a/b), so 2a has

9



been shown. Differentiating both sides of this result respect to t using statement 1 directly
yields c1,[λ,ω](t) +ωc3,[λ,ω](t) +λc4,[λ,ω](t) = sinωt, which is 2b. Similarly, one can also check
2c by

c2,[λ,ω](t)− ωc4,[λ,ω](t)− λc1,[λ,ω](t)

=
1

2

(
sin(ωt− θ−) + (ω − λ) cos(ωt− θ−)√

Φ−,[λ,ω]

− sin(ωt− θ+) + (ω + λ) cos(ωt− θ+)√
Φ+,[λ,ω]

)

=
1

2

(√
Φ−,[λ,ω] sin(ωt− θ− + θ−)√

Φ−,[λ,ω]

−
√

Φ+,[λ,ω] sin(ωt− θ+ + θ+)√
Φ+,[λ,ω]

)
= 0, (23)

and differentiating both sides of this result respect to t using statement 1 also yields
c2,[λ,ω](t) + ωc4,[λ,ω](t)− λc3,[λ,ω](t) = 0, which is statement 2d. �

Now, we can proceed to the proof of Theorem 1.

Proof. Let x∗(t) and W∗ be the corresponding periodic solution with steady synapse
in Theorem 1. Let ci,[λ,ω](t) and Φ±,[λ,ω] be the periodic functions with parameters λ, ω
and polynomials in λ defined as in Lemma B respectively. Point-blank, we propose the
followings:

The solution pair (x∗(t),W∗) are given by{
x∗(t) = f(t)u + g(t)v

W∗ = α(vu> − uv>)
(24)

where α ∈ R, and f, g : R → R periodic functions, and vectors u, v given as a
form in Lemma A (i.e., u = −Ψ sin ξ, v = Ψ cos ξ). Especially, α, f(t) and g(t)
are given by

f(t) = c1,[λ0,ω](t)−
µ√

1− µ2
c2,[λ0,ω](t)−

η2

η1

√
1− µ2

c4,[λ0,ω](t)

g(t) = c3,[λ0,ω](t) +
µ√

1− µ2
c4,[λ0,ω](t) +

η1

η2

√
1− µ2

c2,[λ0,ω](t)

α =
λ0

η1η2

√
1− µ2

,

(25)

where λ0 is a real root of algebraic equation h(λ) = 0 with

h(λ) =
λΦ−,[λ,ω]Φ+,[λ,ω](

η1η2

√
1− µ2

)
(λ2 + ω2 + 1) + (η2

1 + η2
2)ωλ

− ρ sinωτ

γ
, (26)

and constants η1, η2, and µ are

η1 = ‖u‖ , η2 = ‖v‖ , and µ =
u>v

‖u‖ ‖v‖
. (27)

To begin with, we will show that the solution pair (x∗(t),W∗) in Eq. (24) with condition
(25), (26), and (27) satisfies Eq. (4). First, let’s start with showing ẋ∗+x∗−W∗x∗ = b(t).

10



According to Lemma A, such b(t) of form (5) is equivalent with cosωtu + sinωtv on plane
(see Eq. (19)) S, so it only requires checking ẋ∗ + x∗ −W∗x∗ = cosωtu + sinωtv.

For this, from Lemma B-1, firstly see that ċ1,[λ0,ω] = −ωc3,[λ0,ω], ċ2,[λ0,ω] = −ωc4,[λ0,ω],
ċ3,[λ0,ω] = ωc1,[λ0,ω], and ċ4,[λ0,ω] = ωc2,[λ0,ω]. Thus from complete expression of x∗(t),

ẋ∗(t) + x∗(t) =

(
(c1 − ωc3) +

µ√
1− µ2

(−c2 + ωc4) +
η2

η1

√
1− µ2

(−c2 − ωc4)

)
u

+

(
(c1 + ωc3) +

µ√
1− µ2

(c2 + ωc4) +
η1

η2

√
1− µ2

(c2 − ωc4)

)
v,

(28)

where [λ0,ω] notations in ci,[λ0,ω] are omitted.
On the other hand, for remaining computations, we introduce some additional defini-

tions in order to make the following processes concise. Set u⊥ and v⊥ as

u⊥ =
1√

1− µ2

(
−µu +

η1

η2

v

)
, v⊥ =

1√
1− µ2

(
−η2

η1

u + µv

)
, (29)

where η1 = ‖u‖, η2 = ‖v‖ and µ = u>v/ (‖u‖ ‖v‖). Then one can see that u⊥ ⊥ u
satisfying ‖u⊥‖ = ‖u‖ and v⊥ ⊥ v satisfying ‖v⊥‖ = ‖v‖, and can further check that the
expression for x∗(t) is equivalent with c1,[λ0,ω](t)u+c2,[λ0,ω](t)u⊥+c3,[λ0,ω](t)v+c4,[λ0,ω](t)v⊥.
Now performing computation of W∗x∗(t) yields

W∗x∗(t) = −λ0

(
c2,[λ0,ω] +

µ√
1− µ2

c1,[λ0,ω] +
η2

η1

√
1− µ2

c3,[λ0,ω]

)
u

+ λ0

(
−c4,[λ0,ω] +

µ√
1− µ2

c3,[λ0,ω] +
η1

η2

√
1− µ2

c1,[λ0,ω]

)
v,

where we used the facts u>u = η2
1, v>v = η2

2, u>v = η1η2µ, u>v⊥ = −η1η2

√
1− µ2, and

v>u⊥ = +η1η2

√
1− µ2. Now combining above results with full notations, we have

ẋ∗(t) + x∗(t)−W∗x∗(t)

=

(
(c1,[λ0,ω] − ωc3,[λ0,ω] + λ0c2,[λ0,ω])− (c2,[λ0,ω] − ωc4,[λ0,ω] − λ0c1,[λ0,ω])

µ√
1− µ2

−(c2,[λ0,ω] + ωc4,[λ0,ω] − λ0c3,[λ0,ω])
η2

η1

√
1− µ2

)
u (30)

+

(
(c1,[λ0,ω] + ωc3,[λ0,ω] + λ0c4,[λ0,ω]) + (c2,[λ0,ω] + ωc4,[λ0,ω] − λ0c3,[λ0,ω])

µ√
1− µ2

+(c2,[λ0,ω] − ωc4,[λ0,ω] − λ0c1,[λ0,ω])
η1

η2

√
1− µ2

)
v. (31)

Now, Lemma B-2a, 2c, and 2d tells us that each three coefficients in terms of ci,[λ0,ω](t) of
(30) in RHS is cosωt, 0, and 0 respectively, thus simplified only into cosωtu. Similarly, each
three coefficients in terms of ci,[λ0,ω](t) in (31) becomes sinωt, 0, and 0 by Lemma B-2b,
2c, and 2d respectively, thus yielding sinωtv. Therefore in total, completing the proof of
ẋ∗(t) + x∗(t)−W∗x∗(t) = cosωtu + sinωtv = b(t).

Now, it remains to confirm −γW∗+ρ(x∗x∗τ
>−x∗τx

∗>) = O. In order to show this, first
we have to compute the term x∗x∗τ

> − x∗τx
∗>. Putting x(t) = c1,[λ0,ω](t)u + c2,[λ0,ω](t)u⊥ +
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c3,[λ0,ω](t)v + c4,[λ0,ω](t)v⊥ and doing some lengthy computations with the help of following
trigonometric relations

cos(ωt− θ−) sin(ωt− θ+)τ − cos(ωt− θ−)τ sin(ωt− θ+) = − sinωτ cos(θ− − θ+)

sin(ωt− θ−) sin(ωt− θ+)τ − sin(ωt− θ−)τ sin(ωt− θ+) = sinωτ sin(θ− − θ+)

sin(ωt− θ−) cos(ωt− θ+)τ − sin(ωt− θ−)τ cos(ωt− θ+) = sinωτ cos(θ− − θ+)

cos(ωt− θ−) cos(ωt− θ+)τ − cos(ωt− θ−)τ cos(ωt− θ+) = sinωτ sin(θ− − θ+),

(32)

then one gets

x∗(t)x∗(t− τ)> − x∗(t− τ)x∗(t)>

=
sinωτ

4

[(
1

Φ−,[λ0,ω]

− 1

Φ+,[λ0,ω]

)((
u⊥u> − uu>⊥

)
+
(
v⊥v> − vv>⊥

))
+

(
1

Φ−,[λ0,ω]

+
1

Φ+,[λ0,ω]

+
2 cos(θ−,[λ0,ω] − θ+,[λ0,ω])

Φ−,[λ0,ω]Φ+,[λ0,ω]

)(
vu> − uv>

)
+

(
1

Φ−,[λ0,ω]

+
1

Φ+,[λ0,ω]

−
2 cos(θ−,[λ0,ω] − θ+,[λ0,ω])

Φ−,[λ0,ω]Φ+,[λ0,ω]

)(
v⊥u>⊥ − u⊥v>⊥

)
+

2 sin(θ−,[λ0,ω] − θ+,[λ0,ω])

Φ−,[λ0,ω]Φ+,[λ0,ω]

((
v⊥u> − uv>⊥

)
+
(
vu>⊥ − u⊥v>

))]
, (33)

which is a constant in t as expected. Here, from (29), one can easily check that the six
anti-symmetric matrix terms in (33) satisfy the following relations:

u⊥u> − uu>⊥ =
η1

η2

√
1− µ2

(
vu> − uv>

)
v⊥v> − vv>⊥ =

η2

η1

√
1− µ2

(
vu> − uv>

)
v⊥u>⊥ − u⊥v>⊥ = vu> − uv>

vu>⊥ − u⊥v> = −
(
v⊥u> − uv>⊥

)
.

(34)

Now simplifying (33) using (34) in terms of vu> − uv> and substituting the result into
−γW∗ + ρ(x∗x∗τ

> − x∗τx
∗>) alongside substituting W∗ = λ0(vu> − uv>)/

(
η1η2

√
1− µ2

)
together, then

− γW∗ + ρ(x∗x∗τ
> − x∗τx

∗>) (35)

=

[
− γλ0

η1η2

√
1− µ2

+
ρ sinωτ

Φ−,[λ0,ω]Φ+,[λ0,ω]

(
λ2

0 +
(η2

1 + η2
2)ω

η1η2

√
1− µ2

λ0 + ω2 + 1

)](
vu> − uv>

)
.

Moreover, from the fact that λ0 is a root of (26), we know

λ0 Φ−,[λ0,ω]Φ+,[λ0,ω](
η1η2

√
1− µ2

)
(λ2

0 + ω2 + 1) + (η2
1 + η2

2)ωλ0

− ρ sinωτ

γ
= 0, (36)

and slight more algebra using this shows that the large-bracketed term in (35) turns out
to be 0, so proving −γW∗ + ρ(x∗x∗τ

> − x∗τx
∗>) = O.

From all above, we conclude that Eq. (24) with conditions (25), (26), and (27) is a
solution of Eq. (4). �
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B3: Proof of Theorem 2 and the Retrievability Conditions

Since Eq. (6) is a perturbed linear ordinary differential equation, we can obtain explicit
solution of xr(t) using the variational formula, i.e.,

xr(t) = et(W
∗−I)xr(0) +

∫ t

0

es(W
∗−I) sin(ω(t− s))mc ds

= e−tetW
∗
xr(0) +

∫ t

0

e−s sin(ω(t− s))esW∗
mc ds.

(37)

Here, from the fact that etW∗
x0 is a flow generated by ẋ = W∗x, x(0) = x0, any

non-trivial x0 ∈ S = Span{u,v} will generate purely rotational flow on S since W∗ =
α(vu> − uv>) ∈ ∧2(S) is rank-2 anti-symmetric. More specifically, there is some x0∧ ∈ S
perpendicular to x0 with ‖x0∧‖ = ‖x0‖, so that

etW
∗
x0 = cosλ∗tx0 + sinλ∗tx0∧ (38)

where λ∗ being the magnitude of only imaginary eigenvalue(which is in pair) of W∗. This
gives us an idea of decomposing mc into mc = mc + m̃c where mc = ProjSmc (so that
‖m̃c‖ = Dist(mc, S), and m̃c ⊥ S), then RHS of Eq. (37) is decomposed into

xr(t) = e−tetW
∗
xr(0) +

∫ t

0

e−s sin(ω(t− s))m̃c ds

+

∫ t

0

e−s (cos(λ∗s) sin(ω(t− s))mc + sin(λ∗s) sin(ω(t− s))mc∧) ds,

(39)

where mc∧ is decided by mc in the means of relationship between x0∧ and x0 in Eq. (38).
Computing the asymptotic behaviour of each integral as t→∞ and using the fact that

the term e−tetW
∗
xr(0) decays to 0 as t→∞, then Eq. (39) turns out to be asymptotically

approaching the following periodic function

x∗r(t) =
1√

ω2 + 1
sin (ωt− θ) m̃c + c3,[λ∗,ω](t)mc + c4,[λ∗,ω](t)mc∧, (40)

where θ = tan−1 ω, and periodic functions c3,[λ∗,ω](t), c4,[λ∗,ω](t) are from Lemma B with
parameters λ∗ and ω.

This x∗r(t) is also a solution of Eq. (6). To show this, directly substituting Eq. (40) into
Eq. (6) and simplifying by collecting the terms of each m̃c, mc, and mc∧, then one can
verify that(

ω√
ω2 + 1

cos(ωt− θ) +
1√

ω2 + 1
sin(ωt− θ)

)
m̃c

+ (c1,[λ∗,ω](t) + ωc3,[λ∗,ω](t) + λ∗c4,[λ∗,ω](t))mc

+ (c2,[λ∗,ω](t) + ωc4,[λ∗,ω](t)− λ∗c3,[λ∗,ω](t))mc∧ − sinωtmc = 0, (41)

where each c1,[λ∗,ω](t), c2,[λ∗,ω](t) arises from the differentiation of c3,[λ∗,ω](t) and c4,[λ∗,ω](t)
with respect to t as in Lemma B-1, and the alternate representation of W∗ ∈ ∧2(S) with
W∗ = α(vu> − uv>) = λ∗

ν2
(mcmc∧

> −mc∧mc
>) where ν = ‖mc‖ has been used.

If one can show the equivalence of the LHS with 0, then it is done. In the LHS, the
coefficient of m̃c is directly sinωt, and the coefficient of mc is also equivalent to sinωt by
Lemma B-2b. On the other hand, the coefficient of mc∧ is 0 by Lemma B-2d. Thus the LHS
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is actually sinωt(m̃c + mc) − sinωtmc, which simply 0. This proves that the converging
limit-cycle orbit x∗r(t) of xr(t) is also a solution of Eq. (6).

To show the remaining statements, letM be the retrievable subspace with respect to
a representation set {mi}ni=1, and consider the case that mc 6∈ S⊥. Then mc,mc∧ 6= 0, and
since mc,mc∧ ∈ S = Span{u,v}, one can directly see that also mc,mc∧ ∈M\ {0}. Now,
we claim that the term c3,[λ∗,ω](t)mc + c4,[λ∗,ω](t)mc∧ in Eq. (40) always lies in M \ {0}.
This can be shown from the following alternate expressions of c3,[λ∗,ω](t) and c4,[λ∗,ω](t):

c3,[λ∗,ω](t) =
√
α2 + β2 sin(ωt+ ∆1) and c4,[λ∗,ω](t) =

√
α2 + β2 sin(ωt+ ∆2), (42)

where


α =

1

2

(
cos θ−,[λ∗,ω]√

Φ−,[λ∗,ω]

+
cos θ+,[λ∗,ω]√

Φ+,[λ∗,ω]

)

β =
1

2

(
sin θ−,[λ∗,ω]√

Φ−,[λ∗,ω]

+
sin θ+,[λ∗,ω]√

Φ+,[λ∗,ω]

) and


∆1 = tan−1

(
−β
α

)
∆2 = tan−1

(
α

β

)
.

(43)

From Eq. (42), one can read that the only condition making c3,[λ∗,ω] and c4,[λ∗,ω] to vanish
simultaneously is ∆1 = ∆2, and the bijective property of the arctangent function implies

−β
α

=
α

β
⇐⇒ α2 + β2 = 0, (44)

thus yielding α = β = 0, which only is a pointless, triviality.
From this, one can assure that x∗r(t) must belongs toM\{0} on instances that making

the coefficient of m̃c in Eq. (40) to vanish. Denoting such time t as t = t†, we derive that
such t† must satisfy ωt† − θ = nπ, n ∈ Z, that is,

t† =
1

ω
tan−1 ω + n

π

ω
, n ∈ Z, (t† > 0), (45)

which yields Eq. (11) indicating periodic retrieval. This proves that x∗r(t) with t = t† is
always retrievable unless mc 6∈ S⊥. Besides, if mc ∈ M, then one can easily see m̃c ∈ M
thus x∗r(t) ∈M \ {0} for all t, so always being retrievable.

On the other hand, considering the case when mc ∈ S⊥, first suppose that also mc ∈M.
Then, mc, mc∧ = 0, but m̃c 6= 0. Thus x∗r(t) ∈ M for all t, but especially only on t = t†,
x∗r(t) = 0. In contrary, if mc 6∈ M, then also mc, mc∧ = 0, and even m̃c 6∈ M, therefore
x∗r(t) 6∈ M \ {0} for all t, so never becoming retrievable.

Summing up above results, the retrievability conditions in main text page 6 and The-
orem 2 have been proved. �

B4: Proof of Theorem 3

One can directly use cos θi =
‖ProjS(ξ1,...,ξn)mi‖

‖mi‖ where S(ξ1, . . . , ξn) denotes the memory
plane determined with the choice of {ξi}ni=1. Firstly, one can generally observe that for any
m ∈ RN and S = Span{u,v},

ProjSm = ProjSpan{u,v}m =
m>u

‖u‖
u +

m>u⊥
‖u⊥‖

u⊥, (46)

where u⊥ ∈ Span{u,v} satisfying u⊥ ⊥ u and ‖u⊥‖ = ‖u‖, in which can be specifically
expressed as in Eq. (29). Thus substituting it into above equation yields

ProjSmi =
1

1− µ2

(
m>i u

η2
1

− µm>i v

η1η2

)
u +

1

1− µ2

(
m>i v

η2
2

− µm>i u

η1η2

)
v, (47)
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where η1 = ‖u‖, η2 = ‖v‖ and µ = u>v/ (‖u‖ ‖v‖). Besides, from the fact

‖ProjSmi‖2 = mi · ProjSmi, (48)

for u,v defined as in Lemma A, one can directly read that

∥∥ProjS(ξ1,...,ξn)mi

∥∥ =

√√√√(m>i u

η1

)2

+
(

m>i v

η2

)2

− 2µ
(m>i u)(m>i v)

η1η2

1− µ2
. (49)

Let ‖mi‖ = l. Since u = −Ψ sin ξ =
∑n

i=1 sin ξimi, and v = Ψ cos ξ =
∑n

i=1 cos ξimi,
the orthogonality of {mi}ni=1 guarantees m>i u = − sin ξi, and m>i v = cos ξi. Further, one
can easily verify that

η1 = l2
n∑
j=1

sin2 ξj, η2 = l2
n∑
j=1

cos2 ξj and µ = −
∑n

j=1 sin ξj cos ξj√(∑n
j=1 sin2 ξj

)(∑n
j=1 cos2 ξj

) ,
so substituting these expressions into Eq. (49) and completing tedious simplification pro-
cedure, we finally deduce

∥∥ProjS(ξ1,...,ξn)mi

∥∥
‖mi‖

=

√√√√√√√√√
n∑
j=1

sin2(ξj − ξi)

n∑
j,k=1
j>k

sin2(ξj − ξk)
. (50)

Note that this value does not depend on l = ‖m‖i. Now, consider the following double
summation

∑n
i,j=1 sin2(ξj − ξi). This is exactly the sum with respect to i performed to the

squared numerator of the last term in Eq. (50). Moreover, sin2(ξj − ξi) = sin2(ξi − ξj) and
is zero when j = i, thus we read that

n∑
i,j=1

sin2(ξj − ξi) = 2
n∑

i,j=1
j>i

sin2(ξj − ξi), (51)

which the term
∑n

i,j=1
j>i

sin2(ξj − ξi) is identical the squared denominator of the last term in

Eq. (50). This directly leads to the following strong result:

n∑
i=1

(∥∥ProjS(ξ1,...,ξn)mi

∥∥
‖mi‖

)2

= 2. (52)

From this, we see that by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the maximum of 〈cos θi〉i =
1
n

∑n
i=1

‖ProjS(ξ1,...,ξn)mi‖
‖mi‖ is achieved with value

√
2
n
when each cos θi =

‖ProjS(ξ1,...,ξn)mi‖
‖mi‖ =

√
2n
n

=
√

2
n
for all i = 1, . . . , n, so proving Eq. (12).

However, finding the possible distributions of ξi achieving the maximum is quite dif-
ficult, but we claim that such distribution exists, and one family of those are given as in
(12). To show this, first suppose that each ξi is chosen as (12) but with zero shifts, i.e.,
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α = 0, and denote such values with ξ̄i. We first verify that u ⊥ v in this case. Observe
that when n is even,

u>v = −
n∑
i=1

sin ξ̄i cos ξ̄i = − sin ξ̄1 cos ξ̄1 −
n∑
i=2

sin ξ̄i cos ξ̄i

= 0−
n/2∑
i=2

(
sin ξ̄i cos ξ̄i + sin ξ̄n−i+2 cos ξ̄n−i+2

)
+ sin ξ̄n/2+1 cos ξ̄n/2+1

= −
n/2∑
i=2

(
sin ξ̄i cos ξ̄i + sin(π − ξ̄i) cos(π − ξ̄i)

)
+ sin

π

2
cos

π

2
= 0, (53)

and similarly when n is odd,

u>v = −
n∑
i=1

sin ξ̄i cos ξ̄i

= − sin ξ̄1 cos ξ̄1 −
(n+1)/2∑
i=2

(
sin ξ̄i cos ξ̄i + sin ξ̄n−i+2 cos ξ̄n−i+2

)
= 0−

(n+1)/2∑
i=2

(
sin ξ̄i cos ξ̄i + sin(π − ξ̄i) cos(π − ξ̄i)

)
= 0. (54)

Therefore, u ⊥ v, so simply considering a µ = 0 case in Eq. (49), we have∥∥ProjS(ξ̄1,...,ξ̄n)mi

∥∥
‖mi‖

=

√
sin2 ξ̄i∑n
j=1 sin2 ξ̄j

+
cos2 ξ̄i∑n
j=1 cos2 ξ̄j

, i = 1, . . . , n. (55)

Here, one can even show that

n∑
j=1

sin2 ξ̄j =
n∑
j=1

cos2 ξ̄j =
n

2
(56)

by observing the following: From Riemann integral,

∆
n∑
j=1

sin2 ξ̄j ≈
∫ π

0

sin2 θ dθ =
π

2
, ∆

n∑
j=1

cos2 ξ̄j ≈
∫ π

0

cos2 θ dθ =
π

2
(57)

as n → ∞ where ∆ = π/n being the interval between each sampling points ξ̄j. However,
by the symmetry of functions cos2 θ and sin2 θ on interval [0, π] and the arithmetically
sequenced property of ξ̄j, one can luckily confirm that the approximation (57) is actually
an equality for all n. Thus we finally have

n∑
j=1

sin2 ξ̄j =
n∑
j=1

cos2 ξ̄j =
π

2∆
=

π

2 · π
n

, (58)

which yields Eq. (56). Therefore, we can now write Eq. (55) simply as∥∥ProjS(ξ̄1,...,ξ̄n)mi

∥∥
‖mi‖

=

√
2(sin2 ξ̄i + cos2 ξ̄i)

n
=

√
2

n
, i = 1, . . . , n. (59)
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This indicates that the value of
∥∥ProjS(ξ̄1,...,ξ̄n)mi

∥∥ is constant throughout every i = 1, . . . , n

with value
√

2/n, so such set of {ξ̄i}ni=1 (i.e., in Eq. (12) with α = 0) can achieve

maxξ1,...,ξn
‖ProjS(ξ1,...,ξn)mi‖

‖mi‖ =
√

2n.
Lastly, for the remaining α 6= 0 case, i.e., 0 < α < π

n
, recall that ξ∗i = ξ̄i + α. Let’s

denote b(ξ1,...,ξn)(t) =
∑n

i=1 sin(ωt − ξi)mi as the input orbit generated by {ξi}ni=1. Then,
one can easily see that b(ξ∗1 ,...,ξ

∗
n)(t) = b(ξ̄1,...,ξ̄n)

(
t+ α

ω

)
for any t, so the orbit of b(ξ∗1 ,...,ξ

∗
n) and

b(ξ̄1,...,ξ̄n) is actually identical thus sharing the same plane, i.e., S(ξ∗1 , . . . , ξ
∗
n) ≡ S(ξ̄1, . . . , ξ̄n)

from Lemma A. Thus, one must have 〈cos θi(ξ
∗
1 , . . . , ξ

∗
n)〉i = 〈cos θi(ξ̄1, . . . , ξ̄n)〉i =

√
2
n
,

which implies that ξ∗i = ξ̄i + α = π
n
(i− 1) + α also achieves the maximum of 〈cos θi〉i. �

Appendix C: Stability Analysis of the Periodic Solution (x∗(t),W∗)

C1: Derivation of the Variational Equation, Eq. (10)

First, rewriting the original system (4) into a general form, then{
ẋ = f(x,W)

Ẇ = G(x,xτ ,W)
where f(x,W) = −x + Wx + b(t),

G(x,xτ ,W) = −γW + ρ
(
xx>τ − xτx

>) . (60)

Considering deviation x(t) = x∗(t) + δx(t) and W(t) = W∗ + δW(t) from reference
trajectory (x∗,W∗), we have{

ẋ∗ + ˙δx = f(x∗ + δx,W∗ + δW)

Ẇ∗ + ˙δW = G(x∗ + δx,x∗τ + δxτ ,W
∗ + δW).

(61)

Now, applying first-ordered Taylor expansion on (x∗,W∗) to each RHS and using ẋ∗ =
f(x∗,W∗) and Ẇ∗ = G(x∗,x∗τ ,W

∗) = O, we get
˙δx =

∂f

∂x

∣∣∣∣
(x∗,W∗)

· δx +
∂f

∂W

∣∣∣∣
(x∗,W∗)

: δW

˙δW =
∂G

∂x

∣∣∣∣
(x∗,x∗τ ,W

∗)

· δx +
∂G

∂xτ

∣∣∣∣
(x∗,x∗τ ,W

∗)

· δxτ +
∂G

∂W

∣∣∣∣
(x∗,x∗τ ,W

∗)

: δW,

(62)

where : is used for the double dot product notation. Now computing each tensor-represented
Jacobians, firstly we immediately see ∂f

∂x
= −I + W, therefore

∂f

∂x

∣∣∣∣
(x∗,W∗)

· δx = (−I + W∗)δx. (63)

For the remaining ones, observe that ∂f
∂W

is a third-order tensor and each element can be
found by

(
∂f

∂W

)
ijk

=
∂fi
∂Wjk

=
∂

∂Wjk

(
−xi +

∑
l

Wilxl + bi(t)

)
= δijδklxl = δijxk.

(64)
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Thus if write ei as the i-th coordinate Euclidean canonical vector (i.e., (ei)j = δij), then
one can have

∂f

∂W

∣∣∣∣
(x∗,W∗)

: δW =
∑
i,j,k

δijx
∗
k(e

i ⊗ ej ⊗ ek) :
∑
l,m

δWlm(el ⊗ em)

=
∑

i,j,k,l,m

δijx
∗
kδjlδkmδWlm ei =

∑
i,j,k

δijx
∗
kδWjk ei

=
∑
i,k

δWikx
∗
k ei = δWx∗.

(65)

By similar computations, for remaining terms one can easily verify that ∂g
∂x

∣∣
(x∗,x∗τ ,W

∗)
·

δx = ρ
(
δx x∗>τ − x∗τδx

>), ∂g
∂xτ

∣∣∣
(x∗,x∗τ ,W

∗)
· δxτ = ρ

(
x∗ δx>τ − δxτx∗>

)
, and ∂g

∂W

∣∣
(x∗,x∗τ ,W

∗)
:

δW = −γ δW. Therefore summing up the results, we finally get{
˙δx = (−I + W∗) δx + δWx∗

˙δW = −γ δW + ρ
(
δx x∗>τ − x∗τ δx

> + x∗ δx>τ − δxτ x∗>
)
,

(66)

and this is the variational equation, Eq. (10). �

C2: Computational Method for Estimating Maximal Lyapunov Exponent

The method of computation directly follows [26]. First, the DDE (10), say, U̇ = F(U,Uτ ),
where U ∈ RN+N2 represents the collection of all components of δx and δW, can be
approximated with some conjugate discrete finite dimensional map

F̄ : RN+N2 × · · · × RN+N2︸ ︷︷ ︸
d

→ RN+N2 × · · · × RN+N2︸ ︷︷ ︸
d

, (67)

having variables Ūn ∈ RN+N2 , n = 1, . . . , d, which

(Ū1, · · · , Ūd−1, Ūd) = (U(t− (d− 1)∆t), · · · ,U(t−∆t),U(t)),

(
∆t =

τ

d− 1

)
, (68)

so that the each iteration Ū(k + 1) = F̄(Ū(k)) for Ū represents the mapping of Ū =
(Ū1, . . . , Ūd) on time t to t+ τ +∆t. As the initial choice of Ū is given by sampled discrete
points on t ∈ [−τ, 0], this map starts to generate the approximated solution on interval
[∆t, τ + ∆t], [τ + 2∆t, 2τ + 2∆t] and so on.

The discrete map F̄ conjugate to F can be found by any convenient integration tech-
niques. Simply, for example, Euler-method integration takes

Ū1(k + 1) = Ūd(k) + F(Ūd(k), Ū1(k))∆t,

and for 1 < i ≤ d; Ūi(k + 1) = Ūi−1(k + 1) + F(Ūi−1(k + 1), Ūi(k))∆t.
(69)

Now, setting Ū(0) containing all of the discrete-sampled initial data of each δx̄i, δW̄ij ∈
Rd and obtaining the evolution of Ū for each step, then the rate of exponential growth of
universal deviation (the collection of every deviations)

[Ū](k) =
[
δx̄1(k); · · · ; δx̄N(k); δW̄11(k); · · · ; δW̄NN(k)

]
∈ Rd(N+N2) (70)
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where ‘;’ denotes the vertical concatenation, is estimated by directly computing the value

λmax = lim
K→∞

1

K(τ + ∆t)

K∑
k=1

ln

( ∥∥[Ū](k)
∥∥∥∥[Ū](k − 1)
∥∥
)
. (71)

This value λmax, turns out to be the maximal rate of exponential evolution of the universal
deviation and in fact is the MLE, and its convergence as K →∞ is well known [26].
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